


I 
I 

NOV-18-93 THU 8:15 P. 03/07 

1. 

..... 
- I  . .". * .  ' 

.. - 
... .: . . .  : . 

Soils arc being gener&d within Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSSs ':at q s  
fhciIity. A hazardous waste determination on'soils and other .environmentabinedia 
generated from environmental restomion activities in IHSSs is currently being made. 
However, a hazardous: waste determfnatioo is not being made on soils generated 
from 'other activities. ,?'he* soils. are, beirig piled wi& the J H S  ~r put back into 
the excavation. It is the ~eterbiiriadon of tb$: Department that a b k d o i i s  wdte 
determination nhst be m&le oil these soits at ,&e time thcy ani genkrded' or before. a 

.TU dettmnimtion mn be-based *on-historfcalrWwlcdge d.rhe:ttrea. Based on this: -: ' : - ,  -.- 
determinritiod the s&S must be manaBed .accordin&. . 

miiiiiateii upon receipt-of this lktter other 
environmental media onto or into the ground until a hazardous waste determination 
has been made and demonstrates that the media does not contain a hazardous wme. 
Within 5 days of receipt of &is letter RFP shall submit to CDH a plan that will 
detail how RFP will make hazardous waste determinations on environmental media 
generated on site' that are not genereted from environmental restoration activities. 
This plan must also state the basis for bow the determination yill be made and how 
these media will be managed based on this determination. 
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&al~ cease disposing of soils . 
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2. iThe wlF?MS is' part cif the.operai$q rkmd for Ws Wty. There a tiumber of ismes 
ithat have come to tb Pepaitment's hmntid regarc$& this system.' "here are 
npny timeswhen this sy6tem is down .md reports are late or difficult to use. The use , 
;ofthis system to alert respons&Ie pwes duheqthey arq dwring the 9bday time limit ' 

:wdl be. of value whep this sjstem,is able .to Tprovide:jhe information .abrateiy and 
:dependably. 8 Facility qepresentatives: bave. ttdted th& wdrk on this .system. is being 
:done to enswe that this, .can  done. As t6e System &is been working there are 
.drums .that exceed the.W:day fiFe limit. .. ! i -: i:; I !:. I 

, 4.t . . : . ,!' ,I . 
;,wE.MS is designed to kwp m& of &e ;p&i of 'generation and: location of all 
containers of waste. This is not qmently Occurring. Wastes that have been 
pornbind inb.8 single:mQmer am q o ~ . - ~ , s o  wq-the oxigid point of 
p&ation c@ be deteqqiped, .+4Iso, c b tne case of,the:pastq h e n f l y  being 
pored ln 9934 the ind-:nridual containers are not tracked in WEMS and WEMS does 
bot list the correct place of origination These issues have been brought up to RIP 
personnel and it has been stated tbat the issues specific to 993A wlll be corrected. 
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3. The Plant Action TracMng System (PATS) report C!DH fs receiving on a monthly 
basis has greatly improved in content but there are some kues that have not been 
resolved. The action dates €or some of the issues are excessively 10%. For example, 

: a missing or Incorrect label was given an action date of three months fiom the .time 
.it was discovered. This issue should not be entered into the PATS system as a 
&sing..or iqcorrqq lab91 sbdd.bCi .mmcted impediately. 

@'on&. It shodd not' &e thkteen months' to'sample and chaiacterize k t e .  

with the adclitios of outside laboratories to conduct analyses. Current info 
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: Some waste eharacterikion ismes- have been given &tion d&*as Iohg as W'teen ' , 

Discussions with plant personnel.indicate tbat these time k m . s  

ipdicates that the contracted laboratory has not routinely been 
commitments. Some geherators axe stating that they have been 
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: receiving copies of the conoglated amdflcal data. 

'lbere were still some action dates listed as TBD. For some ofthe projects that need 
: $nding it may be appropdate to be listed as TBD, however for dl others an action 

qate s h d d  be included. 
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H.P.MzuuI, PGM3 :: : i .  :i. 
R o w  Rats Plarit ' 
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\Them is no kclieation that mypne is routinelyhwie*g this inform ,don. There arc' 
:a number of issues that am stip ~pei :and have .go& past .theit a c i i ~ ~  dates. There 
iis also se6e that if dn attionidate is mi&d the date +be extended. There does 
inot .seem to be any d i d  rkason for smeqf tliese. extensidp$ and. question arises 
:as to who @.a apprdal to @an&g &&e &m;dates,. : 6. I .  : :'i Ii ' I  j . ; : ; : ;  I .: 1 ' :  , ; . : !  1: 

!There also aipears.to.l?e,w malo; timk.Iag between when ap action is ktnpLeted"&d 
iIwhcn PATS shows that d o n  as completed. "his time lag is sometimes many 
:months, after the actioLi is. complqted, : ! 2 : ; . : i ' ! I (  I .  i 1 !. 
!. ,?'he, WSRXC is in a ccmpnt state of. ~ g e .  apd appearp ,to. be oi1imite.d use t~ 
'genipators in some  of^ fie are& : "heqe, some was& . $ tpms  that are listed 4s 
'YnkpOHfns. There are dw s o w  area$ w M q e : ~ e ~ ~ e . t h 4 ~  iq being &xxatcd is.nQt 
consistent wit4 tbat lised in the :WsRIC. !@IC WSRIC. glupt acm@$y reflect; the 
basks generated and shodd be q e  'respow%?ty. of bugdog magement. : :; 
l i ; !  ! i . I i?, . I . .... . , . *  .;j . * . : i ld  1. I .  , 

The. Q,epart,ment: ha; ,gpQcerng.: with the mcess chemical program. CbH 
representatives have been briefed on this program and fcel tbat overall the objectives 
are correct. However, waste characterization and management issues are of concern. 
It bas been estimated that I large Volome of waste will be generated based on this 
progr&. The ability to charolcterize'tbls waste within 90 days remafns of concern 
based on the experienq of the excess chemical program that occuxred previously in 
Building 559. Many of these chedcals had not been characterized until very recently, 
and are being managed bppropriaw. mer? is also a question of storage cap@v 
for wastes generated fiom this pmgrkm. . No request for additlo& stbrage :for the& 
wwes has beea. receivedby p , H .  With.the large volume of  waste that will be 
generated by this program it is hoped tbat the program has been developed so that 
wastes generated wii-be accurately and pmperly managed. 

The number of organizations that are lmrolved in a parVicular issue is sametimes 
quite large. Currently, there appears to be a lack of coordination among these 
groups. An example of this would be those groups working on characterization issues 
for general characterization, excess chdcaIs, residues, and ILDIR. It is difficult for 
CDIH to determine the responsible individual or group when there are so many 
groups involved; particularly if they are not themselves aware of the trvolvement of 
other groups. A memorandum of understanding (MOW fs currently being prepared. 
which Rm, personnet say will better define rolq of rei;Ponsibility. Tbis MOU needs , , 
to be completed as saoq as p w i l e .  
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November 9, 1993.1 
H.P. Mann, EG&G 
Rocky Flats Plant, 
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7. Please be &vised that all non-compliances should be identified and entered into . 
PATS and action plans with reasonable action dates developed 

If you should have any question concerning any of these issues please contact Cathy Alstatt : 

at 692-5349 or 966-4482 
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' I  . I  

Fredwlck R. Dowsett, chief 
Monitoring and Enforcement Section 
Hazardous Materials and Waste Management Division 

CC: GaryBaughman,CZDH 
Mike Karol, DOE 
Tom hkow,  DOE 
William Kirby. W&G 
Tim Heydahf, EG&G 
Men Schubert, EG&G 
'Gary Potter, W & G  
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